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CRIOPUS POLI, 1791 AND CRIOPODERMA POLI, 1795 
(BRACHIOPODA): PROPOSED SUPPRESSION. Z.N.(S.)2546 

By C. H. C. Brunton ( Department of Palaeontology, British Museum 
(Natural History), London SW7 5BD) and Daphne E. Lee ( Geology 
Department, University of Otago, PO Box 56, Dunedin, New Zealand) 

This case involves two names, Criopus and Criopoderma, introduced 
by Poli in 1791 and 1795, applied to a number of brachiopods. They are 
available as generic names, but were used by Poli to denote different parts of 
the same animal, yet at the same time to unite species now placed in different 
classes, and their reintroduction would cause considerable confusion. 
Neither name has been subsequently used as the supposedly valid name of a 
taxon. We therefore seek their suppression. 

2. Poli (1791, p. 34) introduced the name Criopus to include the soft 
parts (in contrast to the external shells) of various species of brachiopod. In 
1795 Poli (pp. 189-191) reused Criopus, in the binomen Criopus fimbriatus, 
for the soft parts of Anomia turbinata Poli, 1795 (a craniid inarticulate) and 
A. truncata Linnaeus, 1758 (a kraussinid articulate). On page 255 he 
introduced the name Criopoderma in a tabulation indicating that it was the 
generic name for the shells of Criopus species, and on page 261 he tabulated 
Criopoderma turbinata, truncata Linnaeus and caputserpentis Linnaeus 
( = retusa Linnaeus, Opinion 924, 1970) as the shells of these three species. 

3. Poli’s usage follows a not unusual practice of his day in separating 
the hard from the soft parts of individual species. Thus, for example, Poli’s 
own well described and illustrated Anomia turbinata (p. 189, pi. 30) is 
separated into its shelly valves, under Criopoderma, while its internal soft 
parts are called Criopus. Even though different names were used for different 
parts of an animal they are nomenclaturally available under Article 17 of 
the Code. Poli’s use of Criopus and Criopoderma leads to the nowadays 
untenable position of: (a) the hard parts and soft parts of single species 
being separated and (b) brachiopod species currently assigned to different 
classes, inarticulates and articulates, being grouped into a single genus. 

4. Davidson (1853, p. 122), while placing Criopus in synonymy with 
Crania Retzius, 1781, noted that it referred only to the animal (not the shell). 
In 1871 Dali (p. 27 and p 35) indicated that he did not consider Criopus and 
Criopoderma as true synonyms of Crania because in his view they had not 
been published according to the rules of binominal nomenclature. In more 
recent times the Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology, Brachiopoda 
(Williams et al., 1965, p. H290) included ‘? Criopus Poli, 1791’ (incorrectly 
citing Anomia imperforata as type species) and Criopoderma Poli, 1795 
(citing the first named true species Anomia turbinata as the type species). 

5. Crania has an extensive and complicated synonomy. The reintro- 
duction of Poli’s generic names would further complicate the situation, 
especially so when any groups of craniid species were deemed separable as 
genera in the modem sense. 
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6. The name Cryopus Deshayes, 1836 (p. 314) is an unjustified 
emendation of Criopus Poli, and should be similarly suppressed. 

7. In his Index Universalis (p. 301) of 1848 Agassiz ‘corrected’ 
Criopoderma Poli to Criopododerma ; since this Agassiz name is simply an 
unjustified emendation it too should be suppressed. 

8. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is 
accordingly asked: 

(1) to use its plenary powers to suppress the generic names Criopus 
Poli, 1791 and Criopoderma Poli, 1795 (including Cryopus 
Deshayes, 1836, Criopododerma Agassiz, 1848, and any other 
emendations) for the purposes of the Principle of Priority; 

(2) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic 
names in Zoology the names Criopus Poli, 1791, Cryopus 
Deshayes, 1836, Criopoderma Poli, 1795 and Criopododerma 
Agassiz, 1848, as suppressed under the plenary powers in (1) 
above. 
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